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DRAWINGS 

The drawings were objected to for not having reference number 16 and 20. Enclosed is 
a copy of the drawings with those reference numbers added in red. Approval of the proposed 
drawing correction is respectfully requested. Upon indication of allowable subject matter, 
formal drawings to replace the corrected drawings will be submitted. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CLAIM 

Entry of the amendment to the claim is respectfully requested. It adds no new matter, 
in that a missing word was inadvertently not included. A complete set of the claims with the 
amendment as entered is provided herewith. 

REJECTION UNDER 35 U.S.C. §103 

The present invention is directed to a universal cleat, so that a single cleat can be used 
with the baseball shoes provided by different manufacturers . Different manufacturers have 
developed their own proprietary cleats, where the cleat of one manufacturer usually does not 
fit the show of a competitor. This requires the retailer of baseball shoes to carry multiple 
different types of cleats, which creates inventory problems, and leads to problems for the 
customer, because many times retailers do not have an adequate supply of the cleats from 
every manufacture. 

Applicant solved this problem by providing a cleat that has a generally triangular base 
with a substantially flat bottom so that it can fit into a "plurality of different shaped recesses in 
different shoes". There is a grip projecting from the base in a plane substantially 
perpendicular to the plane of the base. The base has an oblong shaped mounting hole for 
receiving a retaining screw. 

This invention was rejected over the combination of Tanel U.S. Patent No. 5,058,292 
in view of Kawashima et al. U.S. Patent No. 4,590,693. This rejection is respectfully 
traversed. 
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In particular, it is respectfully submitted that a prima facie case of obviousness has not 
been made because: 

1. Contrary to the assertion in the Office Action, Tanel does not teach a cleat 
suitable for multiple different baseball shoes. The reference to column 9, lines 
1-3 of Tanel is misplaced. What Tanel says there is: 

"To simplify the manufacturing function, it is 

preferred that cleat 10 be formed to be useful on 

shoe sizes ranging from about size 7 through about 

size 17." (Emphasis added). 
This is not what is claimed by applicant. Applicant has invented a cleat that is 
usefu l for shoes from different manufacturers whic h have "different shaped 
recesses". Neither references suggests a manufacturer changes the shape of a 
recess in going from one shoe size to another, 

2. Neither of the references applied teaches an "oblong" shape mounting hole as 
required by the claims. As the Examiner notes, all that Tanel states is that the 
mounting hole can have any "convenient shape". It is only by hindsight 
reconstruction that one would know that a "convenient shape" needs to be 
"oblong" to achieve the purposes of applicant's invention. There is absolutely 
no suggestion or teaching in either Tanel or Kawashima et al. to make the 
opening oblong. Note that Tanel only specifically teaches a triangular opening, 
while Kawashima et al. has a circular opening. 

3. As correctly noted by the Examiner, Tanel does not have a threaded opening. 
And to make the opening of Tanel threaded as suggested in the office action 
would be completely contrary to the teachings of Tanel. Tanel teaches 
mounting a cleat by bonding it with a bonding material. See column 8, lines 55- 
68. The sole purpose of Tanel's aperture 29 is for "further securing cleat 10". 
(Column 8, lines 62-63). There is no suggestion or teaching by Tanel that the 
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aperture 29 can be used for a retaining screw. Only by hindsight reconstruction 
is it possible to take the teaching of Kawashima et al. and apply it to Tanel. 

CLAIMS 2 AND 5 

Applicant also wishes to direct specific special attention to claims 2 and 5. These 
claims note that due to the universal nature of the cleat it is smaller than the area of respective 
recess so that in the absence of the retaining fastener, the cleat wiggles in the recess. This 
feature is not taught or suggested by either reference. In fact Kawashima et al. teaches the 
opposite of it. See Kawashima et al. at column 2 which it teaches that the L-shaped spikes 8 
have bases 7 with a lower surface flush with rim 6 when the bases 7 are fitted in recesses, 
followed by threaded screw 9 into internally threaded fitting 4. Kawashima et al. specifically 
state: 

"With this arrangement, when a lateral force is exerted on the 
spikes 8, the rim 6 prevent the spikes from moving relative to the 
sole. Because of the close engagement of the bases 7 of the 
spikes 8 with the rim 6, any soil cannot enter the recesses 5." 
(Column 2, lines 18-23). (Emphasis added). 

"Close engagement" leaves no wiggle room. 

We note that in the Office Action it is stated: 

"With respect to claims 2 and 5 the universal cleat will inherently 
wiggle in the recess in the absence of the retaining fastener." 
That is of course true, and that is exactly what is claimed, and not suggested by the 

references cited, and contrary to the teachings of Kawashima et al. 
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CONCLUSION 


For the foregoing reasons, it is believed the present application is in condition for 
allowance. Such allowance is respectfully requested. 

If there are any remaining issues to be resolved, it is suggested that a telephone call be 
placed to the undersigned. It is our experience that telephone interviews can often lead to early 
disposal of pending applications. 

No fee is believed to be due in connection with this communication. If, however, any 
fee is determined to be due, the Commissioner is authorized to charge payment the fee to 
Deposit Account No. 19-2090. 



Respectfully submitted 
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MARKED UP VERSION OF AMENDMENT TO CLAIM SET 

5. The shoe of claim 4 wherein the area of the base of each universal cleat 
is smaller than the area of the respective recess so that in the absence of the retaining fastener, 
the cleat wiggles in the recess. 
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